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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

3. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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4. Claims 1, 2 and 4, 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yang et al. (US 7,333,472 B2) in view of Bach Corneliussen. (US 
2005/0193123 A9). 

Regarding claim 1, Yang discloses a communication terminal device (column 1, 
lines 18-20) comprising: 

means for establishing a connection by a call control protocol with a destination 
device designated by an Internet Protocol telephone number [a user interface of a 
corresponding IP terminal transmits ID codes, such as a phone number, a port number 
and an IP address, column 5, line 62 to column 6, Iine14]; 

means for requesting a presentation of a plurality of communication protocols 
which the destination device can support over the connection [according to IP terminal 
connection information and call control information based on H.323/MGCP/SIP protocol 
procedures are presented, column 5, lines 26-40]. 

Yang fails to disclose selecting one communication protocol which the 
communication terminal device can support. 

However, Bach Corneliussen teaches means for selecting one communication 
protocol which the communication terminal device can support from communication 
protocols presented by the destination device as a response to the request by the 
means for requesting [The client initiates the communication by sending a "setup" 
message according to the standard call control protocol which has been selected, 
paragraph 0050]; and 
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means for communicating with the destination device over the connection by the 
communication protocol selected by the means for selecting [the suggested media set is 
accepted by the server by a message that also includes the media destination address 
to which the client is to send the media, paragraph 0050]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the invention of Yang using the teaching of 
selecting of communication protocol as taught by Bach Corneliussen. 

This modification of the invention enables the system to select one protocol 
which the communication terminal device can support so that the user would use the 
data communication protocol of choice because the selecting of protocol would alleviate 
problems of operation and administration of multi-user in the system of networked 
computers. 

Regarding claim 2, Yang discloses a communication terminal device, further 
comprising: means for storing a communication protocol and an IP telephone number 
by associating one with the other [The database 28 stores phone numbers and port 
numbers of legacy terminals 16, and subscriber information (i.e., phone numbers, port 
numbers, and IP addresses) of the IP terminals 1 8, column 4, lines 60-65]; 

wherein when a communication protocol is stored in the means for storing by 
being associated with the IP telephone number of the destination device, the means for 
requesting does not request a presentation of a plurality of communication protocols 
which the destination device can support over the connection [The exchange interface 
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30 receives call origination information transmitted from the IP terminals 18 connected 
to the hub 20, or transmits call termination information to the IP terminals 18, column 4, 
lines 60-67], and the means for selecting selects the communication protocol associated 
with the IP telephone number of the destination device and stored by the means for 
storing [The exchange interface 30 receives call origination information transmitted from 
the IP terminals 18 connected to the hub 20, or transmits call termination information to 
the IP terminals 18, column 4, lines 60-67]. 

Regarding claim 4, Bach Corneliussen teaches a communication terminal 
device, further comprising: means for outputting to a prescribed destination, information 
indicating a failure in a communication with the destination device, when the means for 
selecting fails in selecting a communication protocol [the suggested media set is 
accepted by the server by a message that also includes the media destination address 
to which the client is to send the media, paragraph 0050]. 

Regarding claim 6, Bach Corneliussen teaches a communication terminal 
device, wherein the plurality of communication protocols include a Simple Mail Transfer 
Protocol (SMTP) and a Hyper Text Transfer Protocol (HTTP) [a standardized protocol 
such as for example the Hyper-Text Transfer Protocol (HTTP), paragraph 0020]. 

Regarding claim 7, Yang discloses a communication terminal device, further 
comprising: means for storing a communication protocol and an IP telephone number 
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by associating one with the other; and means for operating by an operator [The 
database 28 stores phone numbers and port numbers of legacy terminals 16, and 
subscriber information (i.e., phone numbers, port numbers, and IP addresses) of the IP 
terminals 18, column 4, lines 60-65]; 

wherein stored contents of the means for storing can be edited, added, or 
deleted freely by a prescribed operation from the means for operating [The database 28 
stores phone numbers and port numbers of legacy terminals 16, and subscriber 
information (i.e., phone numbers, port numbers, and IP addresses) of the IP terminals 
18, column 4, lines 60-65]. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claim 8 is allowed. 

6. Claims 3 and 5 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed June 10, 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Pages 3-7 of the remarks below: 

As to the merits of this case, the Examiner sets forth the following rejection: 

claims 1-4, 6 and 7 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 

Yang etal., USP 7,333,472, in view of Bach, US Patent Application No. 2005/193123. 
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This rejection is respectfully traversed. 
Claim 1: 

Independent claim 1 calls for means for requesting a presentation of a plurality of 
communication protocols which the destination device can support over the connection. 
With regard to these features of claim 1 , the Examiner relies on the disclosure set forth 
in column 5, lines 26-40, of the Yang reference, and asserts that according to the IP 
terminal connection information and call control information based on H.323/MGCP/SIP 
protocol procedures are presented. 

However, it is respectfully submitted that the Examiner is mischaracterizing the 
teachings of the Yang reference. More specifically, in column 5, lines 9-26, Yang 
discloses that the IP terminals 18 respectfully contain a user interface and a 
communication module, which are not shown in Fig. 1 . The user information and the 
user IP interface information establish signal transmission/reception with the IP-PBX 14 
over a LAN line via a hub 20. The communication module is connected to the IP 
network 12, and performs a VoIP function in compliance with one or more of the H.323, 
MGCP and SIP protocol procedures. In other words, it is respectfully submitted that 
Yang clearly discloses that the communication module contained in the IP terminal 18 is 
connected and performs a VoIP function in compliance with one or more of the protocol 
procedures H.323/MGCP/SIP. In other words, it is respectfully submitted that the 
communication module of the IP terminal 18 is able to perform a VoIP function over the 
IP network 12 in accordance with one of the protocol procedures H.323/MGCP/SIP. 
As such, it is respectfully submitted that since the communication module of the IP 
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terminal 18 has the capability of performing a VoIP function in accordance with one of 
the protocol procedures, H.323/MGCP/SIP, the IP terminal 18 does not need to request 
a presentation of a plurality of communication protocols which the destination device 
can support over the connection. In addition, in column 5, lines 35-40, Yang discloses 
that the IP driver 22 which is connected to the IP terminal 18 and the IP-PBX 14 via a 
hub 20 controls the IP end points of the IP terminals 18 according to IP terminal 
connection information and call control information based on the H.323/MGCP/SIP 
protocol procedures. In other words, it is respectfully submitted that the IP driver 22 
controls the end points of the IP terminals 18 according to the IP terminal connection of 
the communication module of the IP terminal 18 according to one of the 
H.323/MGCP/SIP protocol procedures. 

Accordingly, when the communication module of the IP terminal 18 performs a VoIP 
function in compliance with one or more of the H.323/MGCP/SIP protocol procedures, 
the IP driver 22 controls the end points of the IP terminal according to one or more 
H.323/MGCP/SIP protocol procedures. 

In view of the above, it is respectfully submitted that the Yang reference clearly fails to 
disclose a means for requesting a presentation of a plurality of communication protocols 
which the destination device can support over the connection, since the communication 
module of the IP terminal 18 includes the capability of performing a VoIP function in 
compliance with one or more of the H. 32 3/MG CP/SIP protocol procedures and the IP 
driver 22 controls the IP end points of the IP terminal 18 according to one or more of the 
H.323/MGCP/SIP protocol procedures performed in the VoIP function by the 
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communication module of the IP terminal 18. 

Therefore, it is submitted that there is simply no need for the IP terminal 18 to request a 
presentation of a plurality of communication protocols which the destination device can 
support over the connection, since the communication module of the IP terminal 18 
already has the capability of performing a VoIP function in compliance with one or more 
of the protocol procedures and the IP driver 22 merely controls the end points of the IP 
terminal 18 according to the one or more protocol procedures. 

The Examiner also acknowledges that the Yang reference fails to disclose selecting one 
communication protocol which the communication terminal device can support. In other 
words, it is respectfully submitted that the Examiner acknowledges that the Yang 
reference fails to disclose the features of claim 1 regarding means for selecting one 
communication protocol which the communication terminal device can support from 
communication protocols presented by the destination device as a response to the 
request by the means for requesting. 

In order to compensate for the above-noted drawbacks and deficiencies of the Yang 
reference, the Examiner relies on the disclosure in paragraph [0050] of the Bach 
reference regarding "the client initiates the communication by sending a 'setup' 
message according to the standard call control protocol which has been selected," (that 
is H.323/MGCP/SIP). 

However, while Bach may disclose that a setup message can be initiated by a client 
according to either the H.323 or the SIP call control protocol, it is respectfully submitted 
that the selection of either of these call control protocols are not selected based on 
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being presented by the destination device as a response to the request by the means 
for requesting, as called for in claim 1 . 

As such, even if the Yang and Bach references can be combined in the manner 
suggested by the Examiner, such combination would still fail to teach or fairly suggest 
the features of claim regarding means for requesting a presentation of a plurality of 
communication protocols which the destination device can support over the 
connections; and means for selecting one communication protocol which the 
communication terminal device can support from communication protocols presented by 
the destination device as a response to the request by the means for requesting. 
After review the remarks, the examiner respectfully disagrees. 
The prior art is not limited just to the references being applied, but includes the 
understanding of one of ordinary skill in the art. The prior art reference need not teach 
or suggest all the claim limitations. The examiner explained why the difference between 
the prior art and the claimed invention would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art. The mere existence of differences between the prior art and an invention 
does not establish the invention's nonobviousness 
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Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Ko is cited for call processing message converter in Internet 
protocol telephony. 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gerald Gauthier whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7539. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM to 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fan Tsang can be reached on (571) 272-7547. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Gerald Gauthier/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2614 

/GG/ 

July 29, 2008 



